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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is a Final Office Action on the merits. This action is responsive to the 
following communication: Amendment, which was filed on November 2, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-28 are currently pending in the case, with claims 1,10, and 19 being 
the independent claims. 

3. The amendment to the specification of the status of pending parent priority 
applications is accepted. Accordingly, any objection on that ground is withdrawn with 
the reminder that such is a continuing requirement. 

4. The CD ROM filing of computer code and the amendment to the specification 
noting the filing has been received and is accepted. Accordingly, the objection is 
withdrawn. 

5. Claims 1, 4,5, 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, and 24 were objected to for the use of the non- 
standard term "ML." Applicants have appropriately amended the claims. Accordingly, 
the objection is withdrawn. 

6. Claim 19 was objected for a minor informality. Applicants have appropriately 
amended the claim: Accordingly, the objection is withdrawn. 

7. Claims 1-9 and 19-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 . Applicants have 
appropriately amended the claims to obviate the rejections. Accordingly, the rejections 
to those claims are withdrawn. 

8. Claims 1-28 are rejected. 
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The Specification 

9. Applicant is reminded of the continuing requirement to update the status 
(pending, allowed, etc.) of all parent priority applications in the first line of the 
specification, when appropriate, and the status of all citations of U.S. filed applications 
in the specification should also be updated, when appropriate. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

10. A signed and dated copy of applicant's IDS, which was filed on November 2, 
2006, is attached to this Office Action. 

Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112, Second Paragraph 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the sut}ject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 1 . Claim 13 recites the limitation "third component." There is insufficient antecedent 

I 

basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. In the interest of compact prosecution, the application is further examined against 
the prior art, as stated below, upon the assumption that the applicants may overcome 
the above stated rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 
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Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

13. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Altova Inc. & Altova GmbH, "XML Spy 4.0 Manual," copyright 1998-2001, published 
September 9, 2001 , pages 1-401 , [hereinafter "XML Spy"]. 

. Regarding claims 1-9: 

Claims 1-9 incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claims 
10-18 below, respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 10, as amended, XML Spy teaches: 

A method for handling electronic documents, comprising: 

editing an electronic document comprising automatically generated 

document properties; 

prompting and receiving custom properties for the electronic document 

from a user; and 
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encoding in an a markup language (ML) fonmat the electronic document, 
the automatically generated document properties, and the custom properties 
received from the user. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 1-401, teaching editing electronic documents with automatically 
generated properties, prompting and receiving custom properties for the electronic 
document from a user, and encoding the electronic document in a markup language, 
including the automatically generated document properties and the custom properties 
received from the user. See more specifically, XML Spy, pages 1-17 teaching editing 
and saving electronic documents in XML, a markup language, and see XML Spy, page 
354 teaching prompting a user to edit an electronic document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 11, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 10, wherein the electronic document is a word- 
processor document. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 198-207, teaching that the electronic document may be a wordT 
processor document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 12, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 10, wherein the electronic document is a 
spreadsheet document. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 67 and 99, teaching that the electronic document may be a 
spreadsheet.) 
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Pages 



Regarding dependent claim 13, XML Spy teaclies: 

The method of Claim 10, further comprising generating backwards 
compatibility properties in response to a version number of the computer- 
executable component, and wherein the third component is further arranged to 
encode the backwards compatibility properties in an ML format. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 51-90 teaching versioning and backwards compatibility in a 

markup language format. See also, XML Spy, page 55, teaching document version 

identification.) 

Regarding dependent claim 14, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 13, further comprising generating application 
environment properties in response to an application environment of the 
cotnputer-executable components, and wherein the third component is further 
arranged to encode the application environment properties In an ML format. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 51-90 teaching versioning and backwards compatibility in a 

markup language fomiat.) 

Regarding dependent claim 15, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 10, wherein the automatically generated document 
properties comprise a LastAuthor element. 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,301 Page? 
Art Unit: 2176 

(It is noted that the disclosure of the element "Last Author" states only that it is a 
property setting that "can be saved inside the 'DocumentProperties' element container," 
and that the term "represents the last author of the document." See, disclosure, page 8, 
lines 8-10. 

See, XML Spy, page 132, teaching identification of the user, or author, in the 
save functions.) 

Regarding dependent claim 16, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 10, wherein the custom properties comprise a 

l\/larried element of type Boolean. 
(It is noted that the terni "Married" occurs in the disclosure solely as an example of what 
might be saved in a "custom property setting." See, disclosure, page 9, lines 26-28, and 
figure 5. Accordingly, the designation "Married" is read as non-functional descriptive 
material and not limiting of the claimed invention. Saving of a Boolean type property in 
a custom property function is read as limiting. 

See, XML Spy, pages 287-362, teaching forms editing and custom properties, 
including Boolean value properties.) 

Regarding dependent claim 17, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 13, wherein the backwards compatibility properties 
comprise a Justification element. 
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(See, XML Spy, pages 147, 198, and 204, teaching fonward and backward generation of 
XML document in structured formats.) 

Regarding dependent claim 18, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 14, wherein the application environment properties 
comprise a zoom element. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 1 36 and 1 91 , teaching the zoom element.) 

Regarding independent claim 19: 

Claim 19 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1 
and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, XML Spy teaches: 

The system of claim 19, wherein the electronic document is stored in a 
proprietary format. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 380-388, teaching that XML Spy is a commercially licensed 
product and therefore, by definition, proprietary.) 

Regarding dependent claims 21-26 : 

Claims 21-26 incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claims 11- 
16, respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 
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14. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP 2123. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

15. Independent claim 10 may be placed in an allowable condition upon the inclusion 
of the limitations of claim 13, and the resolution of the lack of antecedent basis issue of 
the "third component" limitation from claim 13. It is noted that allowability would depend 
on the specific language of the combinations of the limitations of claims 10 and 13, and 
therefore would be subject to further search and consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed November 2, 2006 have been fully considered, but 
they are not persuasive. 

Regarding rejection of claim 10: 

Applicants argue that the reference "fails to teach or suggest automatically or 
manually editing document properties." See, Amendment, pages 9-15. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, XML Spy, pages 160-161, teaching manually defining and editing 
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properties. 
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Regarding rejection of claim 13: 

Applicants argue that tlie reference "fails to teach or suggest backwards 
compatibility properties in response to a version number of the computer-executable 
component, and wherein the third component is further arranged to encode the 
backwards compatibility properties in an ML format." See, Amendment, pages 11-12. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

See, XML Spy, pages 51-90 teaching versioning and backwards compatibility in 
a markup language format. See also, XML Spy, page 55, teaching docunrient version 
identification. 

Regarding rejection of claim 15: 

Applicants argue that the reference "fails to teach or suggest the automatically 
generated document properties that comprise a LastAuthor element." See, 
Amendment, page 12. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

See, XML Spy, page 132, teaching identification of the user, or author, in the 
save functions. 

Regarding rejection of claim 18: 

Applicants argue that the reference "fails to teach the zoom element." See, 
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Amendment, pages 13-15. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

See, XML Spy, pages 1 36 and 1 91 , teaching the zoom element in the "zoom in" 
and "zoom out" menu buttons. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00-4:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
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supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571 -272-41 36. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http.//pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Heather R. Herndon 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
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